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had been shipped and transported from the State of Indiana into the Cemmon-
wealth of Massachusetts, and charging misbranding in violation of the Food
and Drugs Act, as amended. o

“Analysis of a sample of the article made in the Bm eau of Chemlstly of this
depfutment showed that it consisted essentially of acetate of zinc, hydrastis,
glycerin, and water perfumed with 011 of rose.

hfl;b{l}]}ldlﬂ of the article was qlleoed in substance in the libel of information
for.the reason that certain statements appearing on the carton inclosing, and
on the label on the bottle containing the article, regarding the curative and
therapelitic effects thereof; to wit, tearton).f# Knoxit the Great Prophylactic :and
Gondritiea Renk,dy Relieves in one to five days.*“Guaranteed -riot-to cause
stuctuxé » (bottle label) “ h110x1t quuld the O‘reat Plophylact}c and Gonor-
rheea, Remﬂdy will not cause str 1ctur I\no‘nt i mvaluable f01 Leucom heea or
W lute;s,; were f; alse, md tmudulent in that the 1rt1cle gontfun@d no 11101e(11enf
or con lgumtlon ot mmechents cgpable of producm0 the elfects daumd for u

()n Se pte n)bm 3, 1919, no rhumant having "1D1)(,d19d for the p10pe1 t) Jud"ment
'of ,gopduunamon and f01fe1tu1e WdS entexed, and it was or delod by the court
1]1.1t the L pr oduct 1,e dmt,lm ed hv the Umted Stateq marshal.

E. D. Bur_
Actmg Secrctary of Agriculture,

7354. 'M:iu;zb_ruudin;;; of (f}u—Co-Baf Tarrant. U. S.7 % % * v, 111 Cattons of
" Cu-Co=Ba Tarrant.' Defarlt decree of condemngiion; forfeiture,
~and. destruction. (F. & D. No. 10493, 1. S. Nos. 2910-r, 2913——1‘.. S. No,
W-398.)

On June 4, 1919, the United @tates attorney for the. Northern qutnct of
Cahfornm, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in. the
District Court of.the United States for said district a libel 10* the qelzule and
condemnation of 111 cartons of Cu-Co- Ba Tarrant, 1emaunno unsold in the
original -unbroken _pachages at Sacmmento Calif,, alleouw th 1t the q1t1cle hdd
been, shipped on April 9, 1919, Apul 16, 1918, and Decembel 14 1918 bv Thu
Tarrant. Co., New York, N. Y., and transported f10m the State of New . 1011;
into the.State of California, and charging. mlsbr'mdlng in viplation of the Food
and .Drugs Act, as amended. .

. Analysis of a sample of the article nmde in the Bule‘m of Chemistry ot thlb
department showed it to consist essentially of a plastlc mass containing copaiba
and. oil of cubebs.

- Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that it was 1ep1e>ented
to be a treatment for inflammations and ir utatxons of . the Dbladder, kidneys,
prostate, urethra and.vagina,. and for gleet, onomhoea and I«Vucouhon,a', and
that .the statements included in "the circular accommnymg the article, regard-
ing the therapeutic and curative effect% of the article, were false and, fraudu-
lent in that it contained no 1ngred1ent or combination of ingredients C'lp'lbl? of
producing the curative and therapeutic effects claimed for it.

On September 30, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it swas ordered by the
¢ourt that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

E. D. BaLr,
Acting Sceretary of Agriculture.
7355. Adulteration and misbranding of olive 0il. U. m. = = ~ v. & vuses

¥ % % of Olive Oil. Default decree of comdemnation, forfeiture,
and sale. (F. & D. No. 10088. 1. 8. Nos. 11927-r, 11928-r. 8. No. C-1169.)

On- April 22, 1919; the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Ghio?_ acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
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Court of the Umted States for sald dlstnct a hbel for the seizure and con-
demnation of 2 ‘cases, each containing 12 gallon cans of olive oil, at Akron, .
Ohio, alleging that the article had been shipped on or about March 3, 1919, by
the Union Olive Oil Co., New York, N. Y., and transported from the State of
New York into the State of Ohio, and charging adulteration and misbranding
in violation of the IMood and Drugs-Act, as amended. .The article was labeled
111 part,” “ Finest Quality Table Oil Insuperabile.” '

“Adulteration of the article was’ alleged for the reason’ ‘that cottonseed oil had
been mixed therewith and substituted wholly or in part for olive 01] “which
the drticle purported to be.

‘Misbranding of the article- was alleged for the reason that ‘the statements
borne 6n the labels of the cans, hot corrected by the statement in incorspicu-
ous type, “ Cottonseed oil slightly flavored with Olive Oil,” in one case, and in
the other, “ Cottonseed ” (in small type) and (in larger‘type) ¢ Olive Oil, a com-
pound,” were false and misleading ‘and deceived and ‘misled the purchaser.
Misbranding ‘of the article was alleged for tlie reason that it ‘purported to be-
a foreign' product, when not so, and for the further reason that' it was’an
imitation of, and was offered for sale under the distinetive name of, another
article, and being labeléd “ Contents one gallon ” and “ Net conterits full- bdu'on,”
reqpectlvely, whereas exdamination ghowed ‘a“*Shortage of 2.3 peér.cent and 2.5
per cent respectnely Misbranding of the’ ‘article  was alleged: for the further
reason that it Was food in package form, and the:quantity of the contents was
not plainly and consplcuoush marked on the outsuie of the package in teris
of weight, measure, or numerical count.

On June 30, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment '
of condemnation and forfeiture wag entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be sold by the United States marshal. o :
E. D. Bavry,

Acting Séeretary of Agriculture.

7356, Misbranding of The ¢ 3 Days ” Care, U. 8, * * * v, 4 Dozexx Bottles

Tof * * * The 3 Days » Cuve. Defanlt decree of condemnaition,
‘forfeiture, and destraction. (F. & D 7\10 10303 1. S. NO 10710—1‘
S. No. E-1393.)

~On May 14, 1919, the United States attorney for the DlS'[YlCt of Malyland
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and con-
demnation of 4 dozen bottles of The “3 Days” Cure, consigned on or about
May 5, 1919, remaining unsold in the original unbroken packages at Baltimore,
Ma.; alleging that the article had been shipped by The “3 Days” Cure Co.,
Washington, D. C., and transported from the District of Columbia into the
State of Maryland, and charging misbranding in violation of the Food and
Drugs Act, as amended. The article’was labeled in part: (Wrapper) “ The ‘3
Days’ Cure for men. A prompt and reliable remedy for Gonorrheea and Gleet,
Combines internal and local treatment suited to all cases. Can never do harm.”
(Bottle label) “The ‘3 Days’ Cure for men.” '

Analysis of a sample of the article made in the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department. showed that it consisted essentially of zinc sulphate, boric acid,
and water. _ )

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
" statements, appearing on the wrapper and bottle label, and in the circulars.
accompanying the article, regarding the curative and therapeutic effects thereof
for the treatment or cure of gonorrheea, gleet, and certain other diseases, wera
false ‘and fraudulent in that the article did not contain any ingredients ox.
combination of ingredients capable of producing the effects claimed for if, '



